The current status of marine fishes distributed along the Turkish coasts is reviewed and an updated checklist including 512 species is presented. In this study, 5 species are recorded for the first time from Turkey (Lepidion
Introduction
Fishes are the most primitive members of the subphylum Craniata, constituting more than half of the living vertebrate species. Despite the general tendency among biologists to restrict the term "fish" to jawed bony fishes, living representatives of these aquatic craniates are currently treated under 6 classes as follows: Myxini (hagfish), Cephalaspidomorphi (lampreys), Elasmobranchii (cartilaginous fishes), Holocephali (chimaeras), Actinopterygii (ray-finned fishes), and Sarcopterygii (lobe-finned fishes). According to the most comprehensive account, the number of valid marine fish species described to date is approximately 17,000, which is likely to increase at least by 30% within the next 4 decades (Eschmeyer et al., 2010) .
There is complete agreement between marine biologists regarding the existence of a relatively rich biota in the Mediterranean Sea, although it covers less than 1% of the global ocean surface. Among the entire faunal assemblages, fishes are one of the most intensely studied groups, with nearly 650 species recorded throughout the basin (Quignard and Tomasini, 2000; Coll et al., 2010) . Recent extensive faunal assessments have revealed a lower number of fish species distributed along the Turkish coasts (see Bilecenoğlu et al., 2002a; Fricke et al., 2007 ) that seems to be more related to the scarcity of taxonomical studies, rather than the oligotrophic nature of the eastern Mediterranean basin.
The pioneering ichthyological observations at modern Turkey's coastline started almost 23 centuries ago. Aristotle (384-322 BC) laid the foundations of zoology in his monumental work Historia Animalium, which contains extraordinary rich explanations on animal biology and ecology. His description of 116 fish species from the eastern Aegean Sea is the precursor of all subsequent studies in ichthyology, such that nothing comparable was published thereafter for several centuries. This unique pioneering work mentions the distribution of particular fishes (mostly scombriforms, such as Sarda sarda, Scomber spp.) from the present-day coasts of Turkey, especially from the Bosphorus region. Detailed information on the migratory behavior of some commercially important species was presented by Aristotle, i.e. "many of the colias (Scomber colias) do not enter the Pontus (Black Sea), but they pass the summer and rear their young in the Propontis (Sea of Marmara) and winter in the Aegean" (Historia Animalium, translated by Cresswell, 1878) .
Given the historical and geographical importance of the Sea of Marmara and Black Sea, many ancient naturalists dealt specifically with the fishery activities in these regions, where fish figured prominently in the diets of local people, as is the case today. The Greek geographer Strabo (64 BC-AD 24, born in modern Amasya, Turkey) described the migration of Sarda sarda, which he believed hatched in the marshes of Lake Maeotis (Sea of Azov) and moved along the Asian shores (after they gained a little strength) as far as to Trapezus (Trabzon) and Pharnacia (Giresun), where the best fishery took place at Sinop. Strabo also noted that, once the schools of S. sarda reach the Sea of Marmara, they immediately turn away from the Chalcedon (Kadıköy) shores to the opposite Byzantine coast, and so Chalcedonians never had a chance to profit from this valuable supply (Geographica, translated by Hamilton and Falconer, 1854) . Several ichthyological observations made by Aristotle and Strabo were mentioned by the Roman natural historian Pliny the Elder (or Gaius Plinius Secundus, AD 23-79), with specific descriptions of fishes confined to the Sea of Marmara (e.g., soles) and those able to penetrate to the Black Sea (e.g., turbot) (Naturalis Historia, translated by Bostock and Riley, 1855) .
A native of the Cilician city Anazarbus (present day Adana), Oppian (AD 2nd century) authored a didactic poem comprising 5 books with some 3500 lines on habitats and characteristics fish species, by giving instructions for fishing techniques (Halieutica, translated by Diaper, 1722) . The majority of the Oppian's observations on Mediterranean fish were not associated with precise localities, while he clearly indicated the seasonal fish migrations occurring from the Sea of Marmara to the Black Sea. In a later work by Athenaeus (AD 3rd century), cookery recipes for Mediterranean fish were compiled, some of which provided remarkable ichthyological data from the Anatolian coast. Athenaeus highlighted the delicacy of anchovy (Engraulis encrasicholus) from the Chalcedon coasts, rays (Rajiidae) from Smyrna (İzmir), mullets (Mullus barbatus) from Teichioussa (Didim, Aydın) and Sinope, and scarus (probably Sparisoma cretense) from Ephesus (Deipnosophistae, translated by Yonge, 1854) .
The extensive translation of classical Greek and Latin antique texts in Europe during the 15th-16th centuries was a real source of motivation for numerous zoologists, who also carried out fisheries surveys along the Anatolian coasts. In 1535, Suleiman I (Kanuni Sultan Süleyman) signed a treaty with the king of France (Francis I), commonly known as the Capitulations, which permitted Europeans to live and work in the Ottoman Empire according to their own laws and under their own consuls (Allorge, 2006) . The French zoologist, botanist, and diplomat Pierre Belon (1517 Belon ( -1564 arrived in Ottoman lands as an ambassador during the first Capitulation; he travelled to several Anatolian cities from 1545 to 1550 and published a series of natural history books. Belon provided the first ichthyological data from the Ottoman period, including descriptions of a few fish species from the Aegean, Marmara, and Black Sea coasts such as Acipenser sp., Scomber scombrus, and even the great white shark (Carcharodon carcharias), associated with artisanal fishery methods (i.e. fishing gears, grounds, season, etc.) used by the Bosphorus fishermen (Belon, 1553 (Belon, , 1555 . The French natural scientist and topographer Petri Gyllii (=Pierre Gilles) also extensively studied the bosphoric area in various aspects, by also providing valuable information on the Ottoman fishery activities during the 16th century. Gyllii (1562) stated that "pisciu copia excellit Marsilia, Tarentum, Venetia, sed omnia superat Bosporus: quo velut per portam duplicis maris pisces transire solent -Marseilles, Venice, and Taranto are all famous for fish, yet Constantinople exceeds (doubles) them all in terms of abundance". Similar observations were mentioned by Ogier Ghiselin de Busbecq (appointed by Austrian monarch Ferdinand I, as an ambassador to the Ottoman Empire in 1554) with the following lines emphasizing the scombrids, sparids, and swordfishes of the Sea of Marmara "mare piscibus omni ex parte refertissimum -the sea is perfectly crowded with shoals of fish" (Busbecq, 1595) .
Two authors provided significant information on Turkish marine fish during the 17th century. One of them was Evliya Çelebi (1611-ca. 1682), who mentioned the occurrence of some 20 species by their common Turkish names along the Marmara coastline in his 10 volume travelogue (Seyâhatnâme) (Faroqhi, 2013) , followed by the Italian naturalist Count Luigi Ferdinando Marsigli (1658 Marsigli ( -1730 , who carried out extensive oceanographical surveys at the Bosphorus, emphasizing also local fish species and their migratory behavior to the Black Sea (Marsigli, 1681) . In the late 18th century, 2 of the Linnaeus's disciples (Hasselquist, 1757; Forsskål, 1775) carried out ichthyological surveys within a wide geographical range of the "terra incognitum", covering also the Anatolian coast (specifically at İzmir and İstanbul), listing 10 and 32 species, respectively. New species recordings have continued in the next century mainly with contributions by Valenciennes (1832, 1836) , Bennett (1835) , Rathke (1837) , Colombo (1885) , and Ostroumoff (1894 Ostroumoff ( , 1896 .
The general structure of the Turkish ichthyofauna was more intensely studied during the 20th century, where an overall picture was obtained by notable surveys carried out in the Sea of Marmara (Devedjian, 1915; Erazi, 1942a Erazi, , 1942b , Black Sea (Slastenenko, 1955 (Slastenenko, -1956 , Aegean Sea (Geldiay, 1969) , and Levantine Sea (Akyüz, 1957) . By the outstanding endeavor of Curt Kosswig from 1937 to 1955, an obvious increase in fisheries research occurred together with increased awareness among Turkish researchers of fish taxonomy. Following the pioneering comprehensive faunal assessment by Akşıray (1954) , a couple of inventory studies enabled us to better evaluate the structure of the fish fauna (i.e. Mater and Meriç, 1996; Bilecenoğlu et al., 2002a) . Mostly in relation to the pronounced affinity of researchers in the last decade to biodiversity studies, we now have a clearer vision of Turkish marine ichthyofauna, and we herein present an updated checklist to reveal the most recent status of the relevant diversity, including new information on range expansions and first records of fishes from Turkey.
Materials and methods
All marine fish species distributed along the Turkish coastline (Black Sea, Sea of Marmara, Aegean Sea, and Levantine Sea) are presented in this paper. East of the Dalaman creek (36°42ʹN-28°43ʹE) is considered the Levantine coast. The previous checklist published by Bilecenoğlu et al. (2002a) was taken as a baseline, but the taxonomical categories have been updated in accordance with the online version of Catalog of Fishes (2014; http:// researcharchive.calacademy.org/research/Ichthyology/), synonymized taxa were re-assessed in the light of recently published studies, and additional new records are included. The Turkish coasts have been divided into equivalent squares of 15 × 15 km, where all recorded fish (exclusively those associated with exact coordinates; unpublished data and gray literature are not included) was plotted using the ArcGIS 9.3 software. The natural breaks method was used to indicate the areas with the highest number of species. Newly recorded species are kept in the collections of Adnan Menderes, Ege, and Dokuz Eylül universities.
Results

Assessment of fish taxa
While compiling the checklist, some taxonomical corrections were made. For example, a couple of species appearing in Bilecenoğlu et al. (2002a) are excluded herein, because 1) they were reported to be true freshwater species (i.e. Eudontomyzon mariae and Pungitius platygaster; see Renaud (2011)) , 2) taxa were synonymized (as in the case of Caranx hippos, which is now synonymized under C. fischeri and probably not occurring in Turkey (Smith-Vaniz and Carpenter, 2007) ), and 3) occurrence records were probably wrong (for example those of Carcharhinus melanopterus, Sphyrna tudes, Istiophorus albicans, and Microchirus azevia; these species are to be excluded from the list until a specimen is collected from Turkey). Despite previous records of Arnoglossus grohmanni (Bonaparte, 1837) from Turkey, this species should be considered a synonym of A. thori Kyle, 1913 (a re-examination of the morphometric characters and figures presented by Erazi (1942b) for A. grohmanni and A. thori revealed them to be the same species). A wide distributional range (Atlantic and Pacific oceans and the Mediterranean Sea) was given for Macroramphosus gracilis (Lowe, 1839) including the Aegean and Levantine coasts of Turkey (Bilecenoğlu, 2006) , but recent genetic analyses failed to discriminate the species from M. scolopax Linnaeus, 1758 because either the speciation is so recent or 2 interbreeding morphological types co-exist (Robalo et al., 2009) . Two recent records from Turkey were disregarded, since 1) they were not associated with essential descriptive and diagnostic characters to allow precise species identification, or 2) they were erroneously identified; the Symphodus bailloni record from the Black Sea (Göktürk et al., 2012) is most probably based on a misidentification of S. roissali, and the Coelorinchus caelorhincus record from the Sea of Marmara (Artüz et al., 2010) is doubtless a misidentified specimen of Nezumia sp. (the authors counted 7-8 pelvic finrays, where representatives of the genus Coelorinchus never have more than 7 pelvic rays). Spicara flexuosa Rafinesque, 1810 has long been accepted as a synonym of S. maena (Linnaeus, 1758); however, recent morphological (Minos et al., 2013) and genetic studies (Imsiridou et al., 2011) revealed them to be 2 distinct species.
Brief analysis of Turkish marine fish biodiversity
As of May 2014, the Turkish marine fish fauna comprises 512 species (Table) . The majority of the taxa belong to classes of Actinopterygii (446 sp.), followed by Elasmobranchii (64 sp.) and one species each of Cephalaspidomorphi and Holocephali. Among the families, Gobiidae (43 sp.), Sparidae (21 sp.), Blenniidae (20 sp.), and Labridae (20 sp.) were the most diverse, while 73 families were represented only by a single species. In terms of distribution of fish taxa in the seas surrounding Turkey, the Aegean Sea had the highest diversity (449 sp.), followed by Levantine coast (441 sp.), Sea of Marmara (257 sp.), and Black Sea (154 sp.). The diversity map created ( Figure 1 ) not only indicates the densely studied localities, but also the existing information gaps throughout the Turkish coasts.
Historical progress in number of recorded marine fish from Turkey is given in Figure 2 . Until 1914, only 70 species were known, but a major advance was achieved during the 1915-1934 period when a total of 114 species were added to the fauna. Among the most notable ichthyologists who listed prominent numbers of species (>30 sp.) as first records for the Turkish fauna are Karekin Devedjian (60 sp.), R A Rhasis Erazi (43 sp.), Murat Bilecenoğlu (43 sp.), Erdoğan Akyüz (40 sp.), Peter Forsskål (32 sp.) and E Ninni (32 sp.), who together are responsible for registering almost half of the present-day ichthyofauna. As an indication of the increased efforts paid to taxonomical studies carried out in poorly known habitats such as the shallow inshore waters and the deep sea, 65 species were reported just within the last decade, yet the impact of the accelerated influx of alien fish should also not be overlooked. Çevik et al. (2010) ; 3) Whitehead et al. (1984 Whitehead et al. ( -1986 ; 4) Akyüz (1957) ; 5) Geldiay (1969) ; 6) Kabasakal (2005) ; 7) Devedjian (1915) ; 8) Kabasakal and Karhan (2007) ; 9) Mater (2005) ; 10) Kabasakal (2011) ; 11) Erazi (1942a) ; 12) Akşıray (1987) ; 13) Slastenenko (1955 Slastenenko ( -1956 ; 14) Gruvel (1931) ; 15) Ninni (1923) ; 16) Eryılmaz et al. (2011) ; 17) Tortonese (1947) ; 18) Başusta and Erdem (2000) ; 19) Meriç (1995) ; 20) Fischer et al. (1987) ; 21) Geldiay and Mater (1968) ; 22) Benli et al. (1993) ; 23) Rathke (1837); 24) Filiz et al. (2005) ; 25) Başusta (1998) ; 26) Mater and Meriç (1996) ; 27) Bilecenoğlu et al. (2002a) ; 28) Deval et al. (2014) ; 29) Okuş and Yüksek (2001) ; 30) Fischer (1973) ; 31) Yaka and Yücel (2006) ; 32) Carus (1893) Özvarol and Gökoğlu (2012) ; 57) Bilecenoğlu et al. (2005) ; 58) Jespersen and Tåning (1926) ; 59) Ostroumoff (1896); 60) Colombo (1885); 61) Dalyan and Eryılmaz (2008) ; 62) M. ; 63) Akşıray (1954) ; 64) Kaya (1993) ; 65) Ben-Tuvia (1973); 66) Tåning (1918) ; 67) Cihangir et al. (2003) ; 68) N. ; 69) Tuncer et al. (2009) ; 70) Keskin and Eryılmaz (2010) ; 71) Bilecenoğlu et al. (2001) ; 72) Filiz et al. (2007a) ; 73) Yılmaz et al. (2004) ; 74) JICA (1993); 75) Cohen et al. (1990) ; 76) Bilecenoğlu et al. (2002b) ; 77) Hureau and Monod (1973); 78) Ergüden et al. (2010) ; 79) Bat et al. (2006) ; 80) Slastenenko (1938) ; 81) ; 82) Ostroumoff (1894); 83) Kosswig (1950) ; 84) Meriç and Altun (1999) ; 85) Dalyan and Eryılmaz (2006) ; 86) Meriç et al. (1996) ; 87) Bilecenoğlu et al. (2002c) ; 88) Gökoğlu et al. (2004) ; 89) Ayaşlı (1937) ; 90) Tortonese (1985) ; 91) Keskin and Eryılmaz (2009) ; 92) Fage (1918) ; 93) Bilecenoğlu (2012) ; 94) Eryılmaz (2002a) ; 95) Steindachner (1895); 96) Tuncer et al. (2011) ; 97) Öziç and Yılmaz (2006) ; 98) Dalgıç et al. (2013) ; 99) Mater and Kaya (1987) ; 100) Goren et al. (2008) ; 101) Filiz et al. (2012) ; 102) Eryılmaz and Dalyan (2006) ; 103) Bilecenoğlu et al. (2013) ; 104) Akamca et al. (2010) ; 105) Özaydın et al. (2007) ; 106) Mater et al. (1988) ; 107) Bilecenoğlu (2004) ; 108) ; 109) Akyol and Ünal (2013) ; 110) Tuncer et al. (2012) ; 111) Kaspiris and Ondrias (1984) ; 112) ; 113) Sakınan and Örek (2010) ; 114) Dalyan and Eryılmaz (2009) ; 115) Kosswig (1953) ; 116) Erazi (1943a) ; 117) Ünsal (1984) ; 118) Bilecenoğlu (2007) ; 119) Gülşahin and Kara (2013) ; 120) Bilecenoğlu and Russell (2008) ; 121) Çınar et al. (2006) ; 122) Akyol et al. (2006) ; 123) Papaconstantinou (1988) ; 124) Gökoğlu et al. (2003) ; 125) Ünsal (1992) ; 126) Kaya et al. (1998) ; 127) Devedjian (1926) ; 128) Denizci (1958) ; 129) Erazi (1943b) ; 130) Taşkavak et al. (2000) ; 131) Gourret (1893); 132) Turan et al. (2014a) ; 133) Dalyan et al. (2012) ; 134) Filiz et al. (2013) ; 135) Çiçek and Bilecenoğlu (2009) ; 136) Gökoğlu and Özvarol (2013) ; 137) Abel (1983) ; 138) Kocataş (1978) ; 139) Slastenenko (1934) ; 140) Erazi (1941) ; 141) Özbek et al. (2014) ; 142) Mater and Bilecenoğlu (1999) ; 143) Okuş et al. (2006) ; 144) Cuvier and Valenciennes (1836) ; 145) Engin and Dalgıç (2008) ; 146) Golani (1996) ; 147) Francour et al. (2007) ; 148) Ninni (1938) ; 149) Özen et al. (2009) ; 150) Engin et al. (2007) ; 151) Kocataş et al. (1993) ; 152) Sözer (1941) ; 153) Gökalp (2011) ; 154) Bogorodsky et al. (2010) ; 155) Steindachner (1894); 156) Eryılmaz (2002b) ; 157) Benli et al. (1999) ; 158) Kaya et al. (1992) ; 159) Miller (1973) ; 160) Miller (1982) ; 161) Özen et al. (2007) ; 162) Akamca et al. (2011) ; 163) Kovacic and Engin (2009) ; 164) Çınar et al. (2011) ; 165) ; 166) ; 167) Bizsel and Cihangir (1996) ; 168) Kaya and Bilecenoğlu (1999) ; 169) Artüz (1957) ; 170) Belloc (1955) ; 171) Buhan et al. (1997) ; 172) Akyüz and Artüz (1957) ; 173) Cuvier and Valenciennes (1832) 
New records
In this paper, we report the following 5 fish species ( Figure  3) slightly more than 32 (some rays broken from the base). Body depth is found 7.75 times SL. Postorbital luminous organ oval and small; its length is found twice eye diameter. Large mouth includes several fang-like teeth; upper jaw with 20 and lower jaw with 30 strong acute teeth. Chin barbel long (its length more than head length) and slender, without a modified tip; barbel extends as far as to pelvic fin base. Dorsal and anal fins located at the posterior margin of the body; anal fin under the 3rd ray of dorsal fin. Pelvic and pectoral finrays long and bristle shaped; pectoral fins located low, pelvic fins located high on the body. Two rows of minute photophores occur laterally below the pelvic fin base. Head length 21.29%, body depth 12.90%, caudal peduncle depth 3.23%, predorsal length 79.03%, preanal length 53.23%, and prepelvic length 51.61%, all of SL. Horizontal eye diameter 26.51%, snout length 18.94%, all of head length. Interorbital distance 91.43% of eye diameter. Body color of the preserved specimen is dark brown. Postorbital photophore appears creamy white, and the caudal peduncle is light brown.
Gonostoma denudatum Rafinesque, 1810: 1 specimen of 118 mm SL, İskenderun Bay (36°08ʹN-35°27ʹE) (36°31ʹN-35°16ʹE) , 18 m depth, bottom trawl on board the R/V Beluga. Dorsal finrays 67-70, Anal finrays 55-61, Pectoral finrays 9, lateral line scales 123-126. Body oval with dorsal fin beginning on upper profile of head. A poorly developed membrane between caudal fin and dorsal/anal fins. Head length 21.4%-22.7%, maximum body depth 31.5%-34.6%, predorsal 2.1%-2.2%, length preanal length 18.9%-21.9%, all of SL. Upper eye diameter 12.8%-13.7%, postorbital length 55.2%-55.4%, snout length 30.9%-31.9%, all of head length. Fresh specimens were brown to dark brown; pectoral fin of eyed side with a black blotch reaching tip of fin.
Gobius roulei de Buen, 1928: 1 specimen of 56 mm SL from İzmir Bay (Aegean Sea), sampled by a dredge from 10 m depth, exact coordinates not available; 2 specimens of 46-52 mm SL from Fethiye Bay (Levantine Sea; 36°42ʹN-28°54ʹE), scuba diving at a depth of 20 m. Description based on the Aegean Sea specimen. Anterior nostril short and tubular. Branchiostegal membrane attached to entire side of isthmus. Fins: D1 VI; D2 I/12; A I/11; C 14 branched rays, 14 articulated rays; P left 18 and right 17; V I/5+I/5. P free moderately developed; V elliptical and complete, anterior membrane height in midline about ½ length of pelvic spinous ray. Body with ctenoid scales in lateral line series 33. Head, predorsal area, and cheek naked. Color preserved: body uniformly light brown, with remains of dark pattern of blotches along lateral midline and of dots on D1, D2, and C. Head with anterior and posterior oculoscapular, and preopercular canals, with pores σ, λ, κ, ω, α, β, ρ, ρ 1 , ρ 2 , and γ, δ, ε, respectively. Pores large, α pore 4.35% of head length. Rows of sensory papillae: No suborbital row a. Six transverse suborbital rows of sensory papillae. Transverse suborbital rows 2 and 3 more begin near orbit. Inferior segment of row 6 not greatly extended below level of row d (1: 10, 2: 9, 3: 5, 4: 6, 5: 7, 6s: 3, 6i: 6). Longitudinal row b (8) extending forward to row 5. Longitudinal row d (22) continuous. Opercular transversal row ot (20); superior longitudinal row os (10); and inferior longitudinal row oi (9).
Apart from the above-mentioned first occurrences of fishes from Turkey, we here present 10 range expansion records (7 spp. from the Aegean Sea and 3 from the Levantine Sea; these species will not be described herein, but rather indicated as "PS -present study" in the Table) : First records for the Aegean Sea: Notacanthus bonaparte Risso, 1840 (2 specimens from Gökova Bay, 36°53ʹN-27°39ʹE, depth 630-650 m); Nettastoma melanurum Rafinesque, 1810 (single specimen obtained from Gökova Bay, 36°49ʹN-27°51ʹE, depth 380-400 m); Apletodon dentatus (Facciolà, 1887) (2 specimens from Karaburun, 38°39ʹN-26°31ʹE, depth 12 m); Apletodon incognitus Hofrichter & Patzner, 1997 (single specimen from Çandarlı Bay, 38°52ʹN-26°53ʹE, depth 8 m); Callionymus filamentosus Valenciennes, 1837 (1 specimen from Marmaris, 36°50ʹN-28°16ʹE, depth 22-30 m); Cynoglossus sinusarabici (Chabanaud, 1931) (1 specimen from Ekincik Bay, 36°49ʹN-28°33ʹE, depth 18-20 m); Torquigener flavimaculosus Hardy & Randall, 1983 (3 specimens from Marmaris, exact coordinates not available, fish were captured by a fishing rod at a depth of 15-20 m). First records for the Levantine coast of Turkey: Dysomma brevirostre (Facciolà, 1887) (1 specimen from İskenderun Bay, 35°59ʹN-35°54ʹE, depth 250-260 m); Apletodon dentatus (Facciolà, 1887) (8 specimens from Fethiye Bay, 36°39ʹN-29°03ʹE, depth 5-30 m); Zebrus zebrus (Risso, 1827) (1 specimen from Fethiye Bay, 36°35ʹN-28°50ʹE, depth 12 m).
Discussion
In comparison to the baseline checklist published by Bilecenoğlu et al. (2002a) , a quantitative increase of ca. 14.5% has occurred in the local fish biodiversity (from 449 spp. to 512 spp.). Among factors contributing to this faunal enrichment, both the rise in the number of taxonomical studies and the influence of the continuous influx of tropical (Red Sea, Indian Ocean, and Indo-Pacific) origin species are quite evident. However, as can be seen in Figure  2 , studies have concentrated on some distinct localities and several more have been left unexplored. We think that by the further planning of faunal surveys at datapoor localities it is doubtless possible to find many of the previously overlooked unreported species. Such data are not only vital for monitoring local biodiversity, but also of crucial importance in prioritizing the marine protected areas scheduled to be established.
